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left to suffer the consequences of his own confession? Will
not the bill give an apparent opportunity for partiality?
And will not life and death, liberty and imprisonment, be
placed in the hands of a committee of the commons? May
they not be easily satisfied with informations of one man,
and incessantly press another to farther discoveries ? May
they not call some men, notoriously criminal, to examination,
only to secure them from punishment, and set them out of
the reach of justice ; and extort from others such answers
as may best promote their views, by declaring themselves
unsatisfied with the extent of their testimony ? And will
not this be an extortion of evidence equivalent to the me-
thods practised in the most despotick governments, and the
most barbarous nations ?

It has always been the praise of this house to pay an
equal regard to justice and to mercy, and to follow, without
partiality, the direction of reason, and the light of truth;
and how consistently with this character, which it ought to
be our highest ambition to maintain, we can ratify the pre-
sent bill, your lordships are this day to consider. It is to
be inquired, whether to suppose a man guilty, only because
some guilt is suspected, be agreeable to justice; and whe-
ther it be rational before there is any proof of a crime, to
point out the criminal.*

We are to consider, my lords, whether it is not unjust
to hear, against any man, an evidence who is hired to ac-
cuse him, and hired with a reward which he cannot receive
without confessing himself a man unworthy of belief.

It is to be inquired, whether the evidence of a man who
declares only what he believes, ought to be admitted, when
the nature of the crimes allows stronger proof; and whether
any man ought to be examined where he cannot be pun-
ished if he be found perjured.

A natural and just regard to our own rights, on the pre-
servation of which the continuance of the constitution must
depend, ought to alarm us at the appearance of any attempt
to invade them; and the necessity of known forms of jus-
tice, ought to incite us to the prevention of any innovation
in the methods of prosecuting offenders.